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From: DJ Schubert
To: Jim.Balsiger@noaa.gov; 
cc: Donna.Darm@noaa.gov; Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Request for Extension in Comment Deadline for Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, July 22, 2008 8:58:09 AM
Attachments: Request for Extension in Comment Deadline 7-21-08_Final.doc 


Dr. Balsiger, 
 
Please find attached a request for an extension in the deadline for public 
comments on the Makah whale Draft Environmental Impact Statement submitted 
on behalf of the Animal Welfare Institute, The Humane Society of the United 
States, and Peninsula Citizens for the Protection of Whales. 
 
Thank you in advance for considering this request.  
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
D.J. Schubert 
Wildlife Biologist 
Animal Welfare Institute 
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ANIMAL WELFARE INSTITUTE ▪


THE HUMANE SOCIETY OF THE UNITED STATES ▪


PENINSULA CITIZENS FOR THE PROTECTION OF WHALES


July 22, 2008



BY ELECTRONIC AND REGULAR MAIL 


Dr. James W. Balsiger



Acting Assistant Administrator for Fisheries


National Marine Fisheries Service 



1315 East-West Highway



Silver Spring, MD  



Dear Dr. Balsiger:



On behalf of the Animal Welfare Institute (AWI), The Humane Society of the United States (HSUS), and Peninsula Citizens for the Protection of Whales (PCP) which collectively represent more than ten million members and supporters, I am writing to respectfully request an additional thirty (30) day extension in the deadline for public comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Proposed Authorization of the Makah Whale Hunt (Draft EIS).  If this request is granted, the new deadline for public comment would be September 15, 2008.  While AWI, HSUS, and PCP sincerely appreciate the initial five-week extension in the comment deadline announced on June 13, 2008, additional time is necessary in order to fully evaluate the Draft EIS, to obtain and review documents referenced in the Draft EIS, to examine evidence not contained in the Draft EIS that is applicable to the analysis, and to synthesize that information into substantive public comment.  



Specifically, AWI, HSUS, and PCP believe an additional thirty day extension in the comment deadline is warranted for the following reasons:



1.
To obtain and review documents cited in the Draft EIS.  The Draft EIS includes reference to several legal decisions and over 70 pages of studies, reports, and other supporting documents.  While NMFS, through the efforts of Mr. Steve Stone, has made many of these documents available to one or more organizations, including PCP, some of the referenced documents have not yet been made available either electronically or in hard copy.   Obtaining and creating electronic files of the multitude of documents referenced in the Draft EIS is, admittedly, a time consuming process and AWI, HSUS, and PCP appreciate the efforts made by NMFS to date to provide access to the requested records.  However, in order to ensure that all such records can be used in developing substantive comments, additional time is necessary to ensure that all documents of interest can be both obtained and reviewed.  



2.
To obtain and review relevant documents not cited in the Draft EIS.  Despite its length the Draft EIS does not fully evaluate all issues of relevance to an assessment of the environmental impacts of the proposed hunt nor does it cite to all of the applicable scientific studies.  Since the principal intent of the public review process is for the public to critique the government’s analysis and to identify potential deficiencies or weaknesses in its review, interested stakeholders must seek out and evaluate other relevant studies, documents, and reports when preparing substantive comments.  In this case, deficiencies include, but are not limited to, a lack of analysis of the impacts of global climate change on gray whales and their habitat, a lack of information on the status and viability of amphipod populations in the arctic, a lack of disclosure of oil and gas exploration activities and their potential impacts on the gray whale and its habitat, and a limited review of the cumulative impacts of relevance in this case.  Locating and reviewing the documents necessary to include such information in substantive comments requires additional time since, in some cases, such information is published in obscure journals or due to the length of such analyses (i.e., oil and gas development environmental documents and/or biological opinions).  To ensure that NMFS decision-makers have the most relevant and up-to-date information available to them when rendering a decision on this proposal, additional time is necessary to ensure that the public has sufficient opportunity to locate, review, and synthesize such information into its comment letters.



3.
Obtaining additional records of relevance to the analysis and for the preparation of substantive public comment.  In addition to published studies, reports, or other documents, there are additional records possessed by NMFS that are likely of relevance to the analysis of the Draft EIS.  These records may include internal reports, correspondence, contracts, and financial records that may be only accessible through a request submitted pursuant to the Freedom of Information Act (FOIA).  Given the length of the Draft EIS, the breadth of issues raised in the Draft EIS, and due to other related commitments that have prevented some of the representatives of AWI, HSUS, and PCP from being able to focus on the Draft EIS since its initial publication (i.e., the International Whaling Commission meeting), the preparation of a FOIA request has been delayed but will be submitted soon.  In order to provide time to facilitate the processing of the request and to ensure that at least some of the requested records can be released, the deadline for public comment must be extended as requested.   One such record that will be sought via FOIA and is concurrently being sought through the U.S. Attorney’s office in Washington is a copy of the NMFS investigatory report on the illegal gray whale hunt that occurred on September 7, 2007.  To date, however, the U.S. Attorney’s office has been unresponsive to telephone calls made to inquire about the availability of the report.  


4.
Additional time is necessary to investigate new information related to the possible involvement of the Makah tribal council in the September 2007 illegal killing of a gray whale.  As you may be aware, in legal briefs filed with the U.S. District Court in Tacoma, Washington, at least two of the Makah tribal members convicted for illegally killing a gray whale in September of 2007 revealed that the Makah tribal council may have been complicit in the illegal hunt.  



Defendant Parker, for example, states that due to the delay in regaining federal approval to whale, tribal council members privately and individually told some of the defendants that if they were to engage in whaling in the fall the council would “back them up and ensure that, if they were arrested, they would be protected by the tribe.” See Defendant Parker’s Sentencing Memorandum, U.S. District Court, Western District of Washington at Tacoma (Attachment 1).   There were so many discussions about the planned hunt, according to Mr. Parker, that it was “common knowledge” within the tribe that a hunt was to take place in the fall.  Parker also stated that on the day of the hunt a lookout had been posted and other individuals were designated to provide the tribal council with reports on the progress of the hunt and some 200 tribal members were on their way to the beach in order to assist in landing and butchering the whale.  Mr. Parker included with his memorandum statements from witnesses supporting his claims and providing explicit details of statements made by Makah tribal council members endorsing and promoting the illegal hunt.



Similarly, Defendant Noel also provides evidence of the potential complicity of the Makah tribal council in the hunt.  He asserts that most of the Makah community were aware of a planned whale hunt well before September 7th and that, on the day of the hunt, Makah marksman Donnie Swann, who was sent to the scene to “put down” the wounded whale, publicly asked why the men had elected to hunt the whale that day as he was scheduled to engage in a whale hunt with some or all of the defendants the very next day.  Defendant Noel’s Sentencing Memorandum, U.S. District Court Western District of Washington at Tacoma (Attachment 2).  Mr. Noel goes on to state that he and his uncle, Defendant Johnson, “obtained both the tacit and expressed approval of their leaders” in the tribe to engage in the hunt and that, without such approval and knowledge of the hunt he could not have as easily obtained access to the tribally owned weapons, buoy, and boat used in the hunt.  



While the court elected not to consider such evidence when sentencing the five defendants, these assertions, if true, would dramatically impact the Makah’s efforts to seek a waiver of the Marine Mammal Protection Act’s prohibitions on the killing of marine mammals which is a critical element to their proposed resumption of whaling.  In addition, if the tribal council approved and/or facilitated the September hunt, it would directly impact the environmental impact analysis of the proposed hunt by raising credible concerns over the council’s respect for federal law, its willingness to comply with the law and to ensure that those under its authority comply with the law, and its ability to comply with any rules that may be imposed by the government on the tribe’s hunt if it does elect to allow the Makah to resume whaling.  Consequently, additional time is necessary to provide the public, including AWI, HSUS, and PCP, with an opportunity to fully investigate these assertions of tribal council complicity in the September 2007 illegal hunt.



5. 
Public comment is an integral part of the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) process.  The Council on Environmental Quality’s regulations implementing NEPA explicitly state that “public scrutiny” is “essential to implementing NEPA.”  40 C.F.R. § 1500.1 (b).    Thus, federal agencies are required to “encourage and facilitate public involvement in decisions which affect the quality of the human environment.” Id. § 1500.2(d).  The intent of the public review provision of NEPA is to ensure that the public is both aware of the environmental impacts of the government’s proposed actions and to provide the public an opportunity to participate in the decision making process by submitting substantive and informed public comment in response to an Environmental Assessment or Environmental Impact Statement.  The public’s comments then become part of the record relied on by the agency to assess the quality of the agency’s analysis of the environmental impacts relevant to a proposed project, to determine if additional analysis is necessary to ensure consistency with the law, and to make a final decision as to whether a proposed project will be approved or not.  To provide the necessary critique and evaluation necessary to aid the government’s review of its analysis, the public must be provided sufficient time to study the document, to access cited and other relevant records, to evaluate the agency’s analysis of the impacts of the action and its alternatives, and to prepare substantive comments.  While the NEPA implementing provide guidance as to the minimum time periods appropriate for public review, agencies have significant discretion to extend comment deadlines to facilitate public review depending on any number of variable including the length, content, or complexity of the issues involved in the analysis.  Given the length of this Draft EIS, its content, and the complexity of the issues involved there is sufficient justification for providing the public with an additional 30-days to review and comment on the Draft EIS.



6.
There is no compelling reason to not extend the comment deadline for an additional thirty days.   If this request is granted everyone involved in this issue will benefit.  The public, regardless of their position on the proposal, will benefit by having thirty more days to analyze and prepare comments on the Draft EIS.  NMFS will also benefit by ensuring that it will have access to fully informed and substantive comments on the Draft EIS for its review of the strengths and weaknesses of the document and for its decision-makers to consider prior to rendering a final judgment on the proposed project.  While AWI, HSUS, and PCP recognize the government’s interest in making sure the NEPA and MMPA processes inherent to this review continue and do not become bogged down, providing the public with an additional thirty-days to review, analyze, and prepare substantive comments on the Draft EIS will surely not prevent the process from moving forward.  Considering both the need to complete the NEPA process and the extended timetable necessary to comply with the MMPA’s waiver application procedures, an additional thirty days of public comment on the Draft EIS will not interfere with the process.  Indeed, Mr. Brian Gorman of NMFS recently was quoted in a July 13, 2008 San Francisco Chronicle article on this subject that it “could be decades before the feds grant an exemption to the Marine Mammal Protection Act” (San Francisco Chronicle, “Makah Indians embrace whaling, defend culture,” July 13, 2008).  While AWI, HSUS, and PCP believe this was an exaggeration, it nonetheless demonstrates that the planning and review process for the proposed hunt is far from over suggesting again that providing an additional thirty days to facilitate the public’s preparation of substantive comments on the Draft EIS is both warranted and will not slow down the planning process.  


For the foregoing reasons AWI, HSUS, and PCP respectfully request that NMFS agree to an additional thirty-day extension in the comment deadline on the Draft EIS.



Thank you for considering this request.  Please notify D.J. Schubert of the Animal Welfare Institute of your decision on this request as soon as possible.  Mr. Schubert can be reached by telephone (609-601-2875), telefax (1-888-260-2271), or e-mail (dj@awionline.org).  Upon receipt of your response, Mr. Schubert will immediately notify representatives of HSUS and PCP of your decision.



Sincerely,
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Cathy Liss



President



cc:
Ms. Donna Darm, NMFS, Seattle, WA.




Mr. Steve Stone, NMFS, Portland, OR.








From: Nothnagle, Darcy
To: Steve.Stone@noaa.gov; 
cc: Will Anderson; 
Subject: Extension for Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, July 21, 2008 2:34:01 PM
Attachments: Document.pdf 


Hi Steve, 
 
Attached please find a letter sent by Congressman McDermott to NMFS 
regarding a request for extension of the comment period for the Makah 
DEIS.  Friends of the Gray Whale are requesting an extension until 
October 8, 2008. 
 
Thanks, 
 
Darcy Nothnagle 
Deputy District Director 
Office of Congressman McDermott 
206.553.7170 
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From: bevlyons@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Date: Friday, July 18, 2008 10:58:38 PM


Please, do not return to whaling.   
 
We live in a world that is slowly adopting Indian perspective toward the earth and wildlife.  
Please adhere to your sacred regard to animals.  You do not need to kill whales to survive 
in this world.  The whales are so lovely and already so many destroyed.  Please give them 
a chance to live, raise their yourng and enjoy their ocean home.  You have many great 
cultural beliefs that are healthy and considerate--killing whales is not one of them. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Bev Lyons 


The Famous, the Infamous, the Lame - in your browser. Get the TMZ Toolbar Now! 
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From: daniel and judith leshner
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, July 10, 2008 10:07:30 AM


Dear Mr. Stone: 
 
      I attended the June meeting in Seattle.  I am not a member of any 
particular group--just an interested citizen.  Initially, I was 
supportive of the Makah's taking of a  whale but I realized that that 
was because I just didn't know the facts of the proposal.  I thought 
they might be proposing to take one whale but not annually just to 
maintain that part of their culture and to exercise their treaty right. 
  When I read that the proposal was for 20 whales during a 5-year 
period, my support vanished. 
      I know that you are studying the impact of this proposal on the 
number of whale population as well as other affected species and how it 
affects the environment of the ocean.  Then there is the Whaling 
Commission and the global need to protect whale populations.  It is 
complicated, I know.  I do not think that the Makah's proposal is a 
good one. 
      Thank you for your consideration. 
 
Sincerely, 
Mrs. Judith Leshner 
2568 10th Ave. W. 
Seattle, WA  98119 
jack2729rabbit@earthlink.net 
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From: Bob & Gail Stagman
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Wednesday, July 09, 2008 12:59:39 AM


   Thank you for the opportunity to offer comment on the Draft Environmental 
Impact Statement for proposed authorization of the Makah tribe’s grey whale 
hunt. I urge you to adopt the No Action Alternative which would deny the Makah 
tribe any authorization to hunt grey whales.
    Under Section 101(a)(3)(A) of the Marine Mammal Protection Act there is a 
currently active moratorium prohibiting the take of marine mammals. There is no 
valid reason to waive this moratorium to permit Makah hunting of grey whales. 
The claim that treaty rights require that this hunting be permitted under the claim 
of aboriginal subsistence whaling is invalid for at least two reasons: 1) The 
Supreme Court has upheld the ability of the MMPA to pre-empt treaty hunting 
rights if the marine mammal conservation goals of the MMPA are jeopardized; 2) 
claims by the Makah that they must be allowed to pursue aboriginal subsistence 
whaling are a sham since traditional whale hunting no longer exists among the 
Makah. 
    The definition of “aboriginal subsistence whaling” under the International 
Whaling Commission includes 1) personal consumption and utilization of whale 
products and 2) barter, trade, or sharing of whale products among family or closely 
related members, and 3) the making and selling of handicraft items made from 
whale parts. The Makah have not eaten whale meat or performed traditional ritual 
whale hunting in some 80 years. There was absolutely no interest by the Makah 
people in consuming the flesh of the grey whale killed in an authorized hunt 
several years ago, and the carcass rotted in the local dump. Additionally, there was 
no traditional Makah ritual associated with that hunt as the rituals had long ago 
been discarded and forgotten. The grey whale killed illegally by rogue Makah 
hunters last September was lost on the ocean floor after four hours of agonizing 
suffering as the hunters were completely incompetent.
    The grey whale has only recently escaped from the jaws of extinction, and its 
population numbers remain tenuous and subject to wide fluctuation. Calf mortality 
is up significantly. Highly successful ecotourism in grey whale watching, an 
opportunity offered to and refused by the Makah, has created a migratory 
population of grey whales habituated to and actually seeking out people. 
Abandonment of the strict United States prohibition on whaling would send a 
disastrous message to groups all along the grey whale migratory route encouraging 
hunting with potential ruinous consequences for the species.
    Reinstituting currently extinct ritual Makah whaling would require a total re-
education of the entire Makah population in consuming and utilizing whale 
products.  Numerous Makah seniors who have protested the resumption of 
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whaling have been subjected to physical and psychological intimidation by militant 
whalers.
    The conservation goals of the MMPA plus the existence of the Olympic Coast 
National Marine Sanctuary must be utilized to deny any authorization for a Makah 
tribe grey whale hunt. The prospect of a bloody and cruel hunt of these gentle 
giants to appease the egos of a small cadre of militant hunters is outrageous and 
unacceptable. Adopt the NO ACTION ALTERNATIVE.
Robert Stagman, M.D.; 7401 92nd Place SE; Mercer Island, WA 98040








From: Mandy Stanford
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: p-sleeger@qwestoffice.net; 
Subject: DOI Comments - 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Tuesday, July 08, 2008 11:53:15 AM
Attachments: ER08_521_NC.pdf 


Attached, please find the Department of the Interior’s comments on the subject DEIS.
 
Thank you,
Mandy
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Mandy Stanford
Regional Environmental Protection Assistant
United States Department of the Interior
620 SW Main Street, Suite 201
Portland, Oregon 97205
Phone: (503) 326-2489
Fax: (503) 326-2494
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United States Department of the Interior 
OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 



Office of Environmental Policy and Compliance 
620 SW Main Street, Suite 201 
Portland, Oregon 97205-3026 



 
 



9043.1 
IN REPLY REFER TO 
ER08/521 
 
Electronically Filed 



          July 8, 2008 
 



Steve Stone 
NOAA Fisheries Northwest Region 
1201 NE Lloyd Boulevard, Suite 1100 
Portland, Oregon 97232 
 
 
Dear Mr. Stone: 
 
The Department of the Interior has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Statement for the 
Makah Tribe’s Request to Hunt Eastern North Pacific Gray Whales off the Coast of Washington 
State.  The Department does not have any comments to offer. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to comment. 
 
 
 
      Sincerely, 
 



                                                                          
 
      Preston A. Sleeger 
      Regional Environmental Officer 
 













From: Samantha Everett
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; cgutierrez@doc.gov; Bob.Lohn@noaa.gov; 


Donna.Darm@noaa.gov; Lynne.Barre@noaa.gov; kassandra.brown@noaa.
gov; patty.murray@leg.wa.gov; maria.cantwell@leg.wa.gov; 


Subject: citizen letter -- 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, July 07, 2008 3:04:08 PM


July 7, 2008
 
4716 41st Ave NE 
Seattle, WA 98105
206-632-7808
samanthajeverett@hotmail.com
 
MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov
Attn:  2008 Makah DEIS
 
Dear NOAA Officials:
 
I am writing this letter to express my views about the Makah Indian Tribe’s 
request to hunt gray whales off the coast of Washington State.  I attended the 
public hearing held in Seattle on June 2, 2008 and have reviewed a copy of the 
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for Proposed Authorization of the Makah 
Whale Hunt.   
 
I came away from the public meeting feeling torn.  On one hand, I respect the 
Makah’s history and tradition of whaling.  On the other hand, I am deeply 
concerned about the plight of whales and want to do everything I can to protect 
them.   
 
I grew up in Washington State, but did not see my first whale until this summer.  
It was an amazing and breathtaking experience.  I know that the Makah revere 
whales, but this is at odds with the desire to kill them. There is no truly humane 
way to hunt a whale (DEIS, Chapter 3).
 
While I respect the Makah’s request for a traditional whale hunting ceremony, I 
strongly feel that it does not fit in with the modern day’s concern for protecting 
marine mammals.  Simply put, the only reason that the Makah want to hunt 
whale is to take back some of their cultural heritage.  There are a lot of traditions 
in my family’s past that are no longer legal or relevant in modern day society. 
 The Makah do not need to hunt whale for food like they would if they lived in 
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the Arctic. 
 
The Makah Tribe is looking for a way to get a sense of strength and pride back, 
but killing a whale is not going to be the magic solution that cures the modern 
day problems the tribe experiences.  How about leading traditional whale 
watching tours that promote the history and culture of the Makah?  Or having a 
whale hunting ceremony that is symbolic rather than real? Or finding other 
creative ways to get in touch with their culture that does not involve the killing of 
a whale?  Maybe the money that would be spent on the whale hunt could be 
spent on human services?  
 
I urge you to go with Alternative 1, the no-action alternative.  
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Samantha Everett
 
P.S.  I NOAA has presented a very well-rounded Draft Environmental Impact 
Statement for Proposed Authorization of the Makah Whale Hunt.








From: Jeff Hnilo
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, July 07, 2008 10:02:53 AM


To Whom it May Concern;
 
We vehemently oppose allowing the Makah to hunt whales.  It is inhumane, immoral, cruel and 
illegal.  Do the Tribes now get to pick and choose which laws they want to adhere to?  It's bad 
enough that they are allowed to practice gill netting and selling dangerous fireworks.  What's next?  
 
Allowing this slaughter to proceed in the name of preserving cultural heritage is disingenuous at 
best.  The survival of the tribe's culture is not dependent on killing whales.  Many human ancestors 
committed what would now be considered atrocities as part of "heritage," including blood sacrifice, 
cannabilism, slavery, etc.  Is this allowed to continue?  Of course not - it's inhumane, immoral, cruel 
and illegal.
 
Further, if this really had to do with preserving a primitive part of their heritage, then one would 
think that the use of modern boats and weaponry would not be included in the proposal.
 
In light of the changes in the ocean's temperature and chemical composition due to global 
warming, we don't know what the effect on whale populations might be.  Allowing hunting of them 
is irresponsible.
 
Thank you for considering our comments.
 
Sincerely,
 
 
Jeff Hnilo
Kim Lehmberg
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From: Dan Spomer
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, July 07, 2008 6:43:36 AM


Good morning:
 
Given the rather bizarre events that transpired before and during the recent 
sentencing of the five Makah who illegally killed a gray whale last year, it was 
become increasingly difficult to submit substantive comments by the deadline set  
by NMFS.
 
On one hand, you have statements attesting to the fact that the Makah Tribal 
Council knowingly approved- even encouraged- the illegal hunt of last September. 
On the other hand, comments from the Tribal Council conflict with that claim. And 
key players in the episode have been conspicuously silent of late, notably Bender 
Johnson, Jr. and Keith Johnson.
 
I honestly believe that NMFS should extend the comment period even further to 
allow the public time to gather additional information regarding this bizarre series 
of events, and I ALSO think that NMFS should launch an investigation to find who is 
telling the truth here. Are the whalers and/or affiants lying? Or is the Tribal Council 
lying? 
 
Much rests on the truth here, and would become a very important- if not the 
MOST important- component of any EIS. I do not see how anyone could submit 
meaningful comments or information about this episode by the present comment 
deadline of August 15.
 
I look forward to your reply. Thank you for your time.
 
Regards,
Dan Spomer
Sekiu, WA
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From: R. C. Simons and M. L. Buss
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2008 9:03:44 PM


My husband and I are Vashon Island residents of many years.  We have 
been following the Makah whale hunting issue for a long time.  We would 
like to give our full support to the approval of limited hunting of grey 
whales by the Makah tribe for two simple reasons.  We entered into a 
treaty the assured them the right to hunt the gray whales and there are 
no longer extenuating circumstances which would call for suspension of 
their rights.  The gray whale is no longer endangered and limited taking 
would not harm the species.
 
The United States should honor its treaties.
 
I expect that you will hear a great deal of organized and orchastrated 
opposition to this proposal.  That is why I think you should know that 
there are many of us who sit on the sidelines and don't make much noise 
but who believe that our country should do the right thing and honor its 
treaty. 
 
Ron Simons and Mary Lynn Buss
 
simons-buss@earthlink.net
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From: arnold sue
To: Steve Stone; 
Subject: Re Makah DEIS
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2008 2:24:47 PM


Hi Steve, 
 
Australians for Animals Int. formally requests a further 30 day extension to 
the comment period.   Given that international groups are unable to attend 
the three meetings and that there are no transcripts of these meetings, we 
are handicapped by our inability to pose questions in relation to the DEIS 
and to take on board questions and answers asked at the meetings. 
 
Given that the DEIS has taken three years to prepare and given the extent of 
the bibliography which I understand is now available on line, it does seem 
unreasonable to expect that groups who are deeply involved in the whaling 
issue can adequately respond to the DEIS in the time frame. 
 
As well, with IWC being held in the middle of the comment period, it does 
make for major difficulties in terms of focusing on all the relevant issues. 
 
Australians for Animals is concerned that the US refused to report the Makah 
kill as an infraction.  Given the jail sentences handed down by the Judge 
the failure of the Administration to report the slaughter as an infraction 
is of concern.  Further, the US delegation claimed that the slaughtered 
whale was part of the " Makah quota".   This is not correct as no waiver has 
been issued.   As a result we are engaging Counsel to investigate the 
actions of the Administration at IWC and the legal ramifications of 
misleading the IWC. 
 
Our in depth reading of the DEIS reveals many major inadequacies and in 
order to address these omissions, we believe that an extension is justified. 
 
An objective examination af the DEIS and its omissions, combined with 
actions by the US delegation at IWC raise major issues which need to be 
addressed.  
 
I look forward to your response.  With regards, Sue Arnold, Australians for 
Animals Int. Byron Bay. NSW Australia 
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From: Harry Jackson
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
cc: Chris Jordan; 
Subject: Makah Whaling Rights
Date: Thursday, July 03, 2008 12:45:42 PM


We are long time residents of Clallam County living at Freshwater Bay about 55 miles E. of Neah 
Bay.
 
We have become acquainted with the Makah Nation and are deeply moved by their culture, 
traditions and strong character.  We have studied the meaning of whaling to the Makah and it is a 
very sacred tradition which is part of the spiritual history of the tribe.  One has but to marvel at the 
artifacts uncovered at Ozette to appreciate the richness of the whaling tradition.  
 
The Makah have petitioned for recognition of their  treaty rights; NOT to engage in commercial 
exploitation of these great mammals.  This petition should be granted; the 9th circuit court is wrong 
in this instance.  
 
We urge you to support the Makah.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Harry and Maria Luisa Jackson
1006 Freshwater Park
Port Angeles, WA 98363
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From: simon parker
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: treaty rights of soverign nations.....
Date: Monday, June 30, 2008 12:51:48 PM


ALONG TIME AGO, BEFORE THEM PRESENT DAY ORGANIZATIONS OF 
TODAY CAME INTO BEING, A TREATY IS PUT INTO PLACE FOR THE 
PROTECTION OF A PEOPLES HUNTING AND FISHING RIGHTS, A TREATY 
WE TRUSTED WOULD DO JUST THAT FOR THE PROTECTION OF OUR 
RIGHTS THAT OUR FOREFATHERS SAW AND SOMEDAY WOULD HELP US 
GET THRU WHAT IS HAPPENING NOW WITH THE MAKAH, FOR THE 
PROTECTION AGAINEST THESE ORGANIZATIONS THAT WERE`NT IN 
PLACE WHEN THE TREATY FOR OUR PEOPLE WAS SIGNED BY THE 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT. BROKEN PROMISES STILL AND 
PROBABLY WILL ALWAYS EXIST FOR THE NATIVE PEOPLE OF THIS LAND 
THAT WAS ONCE OUR`S, UNTIL WE NO LONGER EXIST AND THAN 
YOU`LL BE HAPPY WHEN THAT OCCURS, AND THAN THE JUDGEMENT. 
BUT I FOR ONE, AM APPALLED WITH WHAT IS HAPPENING TO A PEOPLE 
THAT THIS SHOULDNT BE HAPPENING TO FOR THE SIMPLE FACT THAT 
ITS A TREATY THAT IS BEING VIOLATED, AND YOUR LETTING IT HAPPEN 
AND PAINTING A PICTURE FOR THE PUBLIC THAT WILL NEVER 
UNDERSTAND RIGHTS OF A PEOPLE THEY WISH NOT TO KNOW. I`M 
PULLING FOR A LAW SUIT FOR WHATS TRANSPIRING AGAINEST WHAT 
IS ALREADY IN PLACE AND SHOULD BE RESPECTED BY ALL.  
                                                                                  THANK YOU: SIMON 
PARKER 
                                                                               FATHER OF THERON 
PARKER. 
 


Need to know now? Get instant answers with Windows Live Messenger. IM on your 
terms. 
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From: Melissa Duits
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, June 30, 2008 12:28:33 PM


To whom it may concern: 
I understand that public opinion is now being taken into consideration with 
regard to the decision to allow the Makah to resume the whale hunt. I 
understand the Makah are trying to regain some of the old ways, but I 
think this hunt should not be allowed. In my opinion, the fact that the last 
hunt was done illegally and in such an inhumane manner should also 
factor into this decision. Why would permission for something this 
unnecessary now be granted when rules and guidelines were so boldly 
disrespected before? Please give serious consideration to the opinion and 
request from those of us who oppose giving permission for this practice!  
 
Sincerely, 
Melissa Duits 
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From: Beth McManus
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah Deis
Date: Monday, June 30, 2008 11:32:38 AM


 
 
I understand that public opinion is now being taken into consideration with regard 
to the decision to allow the Makah to resume the whale hunt. I understand the 
Makah are trying to regain some of the old ways, but the old days are gone and 
maybe it's time for spiritualness without the suffering and killing of such an 
important member of our planet that was pushed to the brink of extinction not long 
ago. In my opinion, the fact that the last hunt was done illegally and in such a 
flagrantly inhumane manner should also factor in on this important decision. Why 
would permission for something this unnecessary now be granted when rules and 
guidelines were so boldly disrespected before? Please give very serious 
consideration to the opinion and request from those of us who GREATLY oppose 
giving permission.   
 
In addition to the importance of this decision to our local area, we have a 
tremendous responsibility to the rest of the world in setting such a precidence that 
will have far reaching effects, surely resulting in negative impact to the newly 
recovering whale population. Consideration of this fact should not be overlooked.  
 
Sincerely, 
Beth McManus
Brier WA  
 


The i’m Talkathon starts 6/24/08.  For now, give amongst yourselves. Learn More 
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From: duits@aol.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Monday, June 30, 2008 11:26:57 AM


I understand that public opinion is now being taken into consideration with 
regard to the decision to allow the Makah to resume the whale hunt. I 
understand the Makah are trying to regain some of the old ways, but the 
old days are gone and maybe it's time for spiritualness without 
the suffering and killing of such an important member of our planet that 
was pushed to the brink of extinction not long ago. In my opinion, the fact 
that the last hunt was done illegally and in such a flagrantly inhumane 
manner should also factor in on this important decision. Why would 
permission for something this unnecessary now be granted when rules 
and guidelines were so boldly disrespected before? Please give very 
serious consideration to the opinion and request from those of us who 
GREATLY oppose giving permission for this archaic practice!  
 
In addition to the importance of this decision to our local area, we have a 
tremendous responsibility to the rest of the world in setting such a 
precidence that will have far reaching effects, surely resulting in negative 
impact to the newly recovering whale population. Consideration of this fact 
should not be overlooked.  
 
Sincerely, 
Nicole Wright 


Get the Moviefone Toolbar. Showtimes, theaters, movie news, & more! 
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From: Deniz Bolbol
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Public Comment - Oppose Makah Tribe Request to Kill Whales
Date: Sunday, June 29, 2008 12:05:24 PM


As a U.S. citizen I strong oppose allowing any killing of whales; I oppose allowing the Makah tribe to 
kill any whales. If needed, financial compensation should be given to the Makah tribe to permanently 
eliminate any whaling provisions in any ancient treaty. The killing or harassment of marine mammal is 
a clear violation of the Marine Mammal Act and the law must apply to all; no one should be exempt 
from this federal law. The National Marine Fisheries Service is mandated to protect marine mammals 
and it must do its job and stop the Makah from ever again killing a whale.
 
Deniz Bolbol
Box 5656
Redwood City, CA 94063
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From: Mike Brown
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Right to whale
Date: Sunday, June 29, 2008 10:01:46 AM


To whom it may concern,
While I do not like the killing of whales, I strongly disagree with the mentality that the 
government thinks they OWN the whales, or that they somehow have the Gog given right to 
decide who harvests whales and when they do it. The Neah Bay treaty from the 1800's 
CLEARLY states that the tribe may hunt whales. Our government reps signed this treaty. Stop 
violating the constitution and legal agreements and let them go whaling. It was a CONTRACT. 
This is another case of the gov beating up on the little guy. You should go stop the Japs from 
killing thousands of whales in the name of research if you are not the fraud that this issue 
makes you look like.
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From: p villa
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Saturday, June 28, 2008 7:02:55 PM


To whom it may concern, 
I strongly object to the Makah Indian Tribe's proposal to hunt gray whales!  It is 
not environmentally responsible. It is also very cruel to a sentient being. The last 
(illegal) whale hunt ended in the long, painful death of a beautiful creature!   
A culture can be preserved without continuing in ALL of the historic activities.  
Many cultures thrive in the USA maintaining their traditions through language, 
music, dance, food and other customs.  Killing is not a cultural value that needs to 
be passed on from generation to generation. 
Whales are among the endangered species, their numbers have been drastically 
reduced in the last 200 years. There is no reason, excuse or argument that can 
make a case for the Makan Indian Tribe's proposal to hunt gray whales!  I hope is 
it not allowed. 
Thank you. 
 
Pat Villa 
 


Windows Live Hotmail is giving away Zunes. Enter for your chance to win. Enter 
Now! 
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From: Vicente Moretti
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: makah whale murders
Date: Saturday, June 28, 2008 5:34:04 AM


Hello,


 


I strongly oppose the killing of whales by the Makah Tribe. Tradition is not 
an excuse to reconcile atrocities. The Makah Tribe should evolve and 
persue humane ways of living in harmony with nature, without harming 
any other living species. The Makah did not kill whales for many years and 
to return to this barbaric and savagely attitude is not acceptable.


 
Our species must strive to respect and protect all other life, not destroy it 
and not to grant barbaric priviledges to blood thirsty savages. The earth 
and its creatures do not belong to any one or groups of people. 
 
Hunting is terrorism! NO MAKAH WHALE MURDERS
 
Thank you,
 
Vicente Moretti
505 Cypress Point DR. 127
Mtn. View, CA 94043
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From: janice kobak
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, June 27, 2008 9:54:17 PM


To whom it may concern: 
I am married to a Native American man. Both of us feel very strongly that 
in this day of declining fisheries and habitat, a hunt of 5 whales per year is 
an outrage. If the tribe could use all of the whale as in years past, then 
yes, we would agree with the hunts. But very few members partake of 
that whale. It is sold commercially for a large sum of money. It may be 
cultural to hunt that whale but it is against all traditional values of the past 
to sell that whale for profit. Greed has hit the Makah and is reflected by 
these for-profit hunts. Please, in this age of dwindling marine life and 
habitat, do not allow these hunts. 1 whale only, with no allowable sale of 
any part,may be acceptable. Even that is to much in this day and age. 
Everyone has to adjust to a changing world, not just the Makah.Please do 
not let this go forward.  
    Thank-you for your time and consideration. Jan Kobak 
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From: kbush@pobox.com
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: Makah /whales
Date: Friday, June 27, 2008 10:06:41 AM


To whom it may concern: 
 
I urge that the Makah Tribe not be allowed to kill whales.  Having such 
an outdated loophole in whale protection on the books calls for it to 
be revoked.  The Makah certainly do not need to kill whales for food in 
these modern times.  Nor should they be allowed to 
indulge in a destructive and ecologically unjustified practice for "old 
times sake."   The Makah Tribe should definitely receive respect and 
fairness 
as a cultural entity, but they should not be allowed to continue the 
very cruel and harmful practice of killing whales.  I am surprised that 
as native people they do not end this bad practice themselves. 
 
K. Bushnell 
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From: Alfredo Kuba
To: MakahDEIS.nwr@noaa.gov; 
Subject: 2008 Makah DEIS
Date: Friday, June 27, 2008 9:19:58 AM


RE: 2008 MakahDEIS
I strongly oppose the murder of Whales by the Makah Tribe or any tribe or 
individual. The Makah most evolve and learn to leave in harmony and 
peace with all of earth's creatures. Not doing so is barbaric and an act of 
savagery. Tradition most not reconsile any one to atrocities! NO WHALE 
MURDERS! NO ANIMAL TERRORISTS! 
 
Defend Animals Coalition  
Alfredo Kuba, President 
650-965-8705 
defendanimals@gmail.com    
 
"All beings are ends; no creatures are means. All beings have not equal 
rights, neither have all men; but all have rights. The Life Process is the 
End-not man, nor any other animal temporarily privileged to weave a 
world's philosophy. Non-human beings were not made for human beings 
any more than human beings were made for non-human beings. 
A universe is, indeed, to be pitied whose dominating inhabitants are so 
unconscious and so ethically embryonic that they make life a commodity, 
mercy a disease, and systematic massacre a pastime and profession." 
Professor J. Howard Moore 
 
CLICK THESE LINKS FOR THE ENVIRONMENT, ANIMALS AND HEALTH. 
http://www.nytimes.com/2008/01/27/weekinreview/27bittman.html?
_r=1&em&ex=1201842000&en=7490d3223d2f16cb&ei=5087%
0A&oref=slogin    
www.GoVeg.com       
www.meat.org     
www.pcrm.org  
http://www.petfoodshop.com/ 
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